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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

445 13th Street, NW RECE,VED

Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE 0CT 2 8 2003
Fe .
Dear Chairman Powell, dera’%‘.?;“‘;"t;lcaﬁms Commissign
Ofthe Secratary

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can maodify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into 2 home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to & distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this contral and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Lloyd Dunn

1401 College Blvd
Harlan, IA 51537
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Fa PANTE O 1TE FILAD

Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

445 12th Street, NW

VWashington, DC 20554 RECEIVED
VIA FACSIMILE OCT 2 8 2003

Dear Chairman Powell, Federal Communications Commission

- _ Office of the 3°°,£"'gfg
As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Fedéral
Communications Commissicn to vote against the adopticn of & "broadcast flag.” | am gravely congerned that
a broadcast flag reguiation would restrict the way { enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies en convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far mere palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the fransition
by making us buy special-purpese DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to waich later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it intc a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's footbail game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Gary Mittelstaedt

24125 SW Newiand Rd
Wilsonville, CR 97070
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Thursday, October 16 2003

RECEIVED

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 oeT 2 8 2003
VIA FACSIMILE Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and compuler products, T urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." 1 am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. [ can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program ento a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciling, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly cnough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Steve Falkenburg

661 Templebar Way
Los Altos, CA 94022
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Thursday, October 16 2003

RECEIVED
Chairman Michael K. Powell

445 12th Street, NW Out 2 8 2003
Washington, DC 20554

Federal Commugications Commission
VIA FACSIMILE Office of the Secretary

Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today’s
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience mare enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Nephi Ferguson

5912 Luna 5¢.
Houston, TX 77076
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Thursday, October 16 2003 RECEIVED

Chairman Michael K. Powell 0CT 2 8 2003
445 12th Street, NW

r F d : : i
Washington, DC 20554 ¢ eralg%f:';"&f:t'sﬂs, eCt:rr;mussnon

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Cemmission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag requlation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home netwark, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Piease do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In additian, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's foatball game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reascn for me to dispense with ali my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you tc promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Mike Coutinho

7563 Dover ridge
Biacklick, OH 43004
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2120 L Streat, NW ., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20037 Goeorge McDenald
Voicg [202) 776-0200 Fax: (202) 778-0080 Vica President

SCHOOLS AND LIBRARIES DIVISION

Thursday, October 16, 2003
T0O: Chairman Michael Powell
CC: Kyle Dixon

FAX NO: 2024182820

FROM: George McDonald, Vice President, Schools and Libraries Division
PAGES: 3

SUBJECT: Wave Fourteen Funding Year 2003 E-Rate Funding Cornmitments

The attached letter was faxed to Congress this afternoon.

Homa Paga. Mlip /www. upiversaisonice, org
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michae! K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today’s
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can maodify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVYD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
William Hughes

12406 Madeley Lane
Bowie, MD 20715
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QOetober 12, 2003

Chelrman Michael K. Powel

Fedaral Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I 'am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital tetevislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer glectronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment |h DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment, | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Kirk Sefehlk

1779 Krucker Road
Hamliton, OH 45013
USA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations CommIission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
consumet and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for iInnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronles muat he rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thalr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more mohey for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that llmit my rghts at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Robert Sossomon
1124 Poplar Creek trall
Raielgh, NC 27610
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chatrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voics my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable
receivers and other equipment. I will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Laura Woodry

6219 N Traymore Ave
Azusa, CA 91702
UsAa
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October 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powall

Faderal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Cear Michael Powsll,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Inhovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competlitive market for consumer electronles must he rooted n manufacturars' ablilty ta Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This wili result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
anhd othar aquipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Albert Shurgalla
21088 Verde Trall
Boce Raton, FL 33433
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, B.C. 20554

Dear Michael Poweli,

| am writihg to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innevatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptien of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In produets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers (ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality,

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
ahd other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Slineerely,

Ryan Eliders

102 W. Concorda #102
Tempe, AZ 85282

USA
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Cetaber 12, 2003

Chalrman Michaal K. Pawell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powell,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital talevision. As a

consumer and cllzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market tar congumer alectronics must he rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In produets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. § wil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadceast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Harry Regan

PO Box 327
Rockvllle, MD 20848
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chalrman Michae) K. Powell

Faderal Communlcations Commlssion
4485 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digltal television. As a

congumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This wiil result In praduets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result Ih me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slheerely,

Benjamin Abels
500 S Ciay
Falrbury, IL 61739
USA
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October 12. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaesl Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adopticn of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mnust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipmnent will enable the studics to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarilvy reflect what consumers like me actually wvant, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investmnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
meore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Michael Welch

9 Cygnet Street, Level 1
Brighton, MA 02135

Usa



Page 1 of 1 4:46:43 AM, 10/12/03 5413023089

October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 | 2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 205354

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadcast flag" technology for dipital telavision. Ag a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Atlowing
movie studios to veto features of DTVareception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actnally want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTVscapable receivers and other
equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Devon Bowen

2 Annamarie Terrace
Cheektowaga, NY 14225
UsA
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Cetober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Michael Powell,

T am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "sroadcast flagh technelogy for digital television. A6 a consumer
and eitizen, T toel strongly that such a policy wetlld be bad fer innovaticn, constumer nights, and the ultimete adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rocted in manufacturers’ ability to innevate for their customers. Allowing
movie studies to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technalogists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, end it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less lilely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Plese do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Berger

308§ Main St

Lake Mills, WI 533551
Usa



Page 1 of 1 93604 PM, 107/11/03 5413022099

Qctober 1, 2003

Chalrman Michaei K Powell

Federal Communications Coammission
445 1Z2th Streat, NW

VWashington, D.C 20554

Dear Michae! Pawell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" tachnology for digital talevision As a
congsumer and citlzen, | feal strangly that such a poilcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the utimate
adoption of DTV

A rebust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
custamers. Allowling movie studlos te veta features of DTV-reception agulpment will enabie the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can creata. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Interier functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Hkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod Flease do not mandate
breadcast flag technology for dlgltal television Thank you fer your time.

If for sama reasan you need to call me my #414-872-3888, or fes| frea to write
Sincerely,

Bruce Cole

3920 W Graenfleld

Mitwaukee, WI 53215
USA
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Oectober 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K Powell

Federal Commuricatons Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mzndated adoption of "breadeast flag” technclogy for digital
television. As a consumer and atizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A zobust, competitive matket for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thesr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for :nfenor
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mzke an investment :n DTV.capable
teceivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital televiston. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Powrell

547 Lewns Ave Apt 22
San Andreas, CA 25249
U3A
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October 11, 2003

Chainmnan Michael I Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washiagton, D.C. 20354

Dear Michael Powell,

I am watag o voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophion of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and atizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for nnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultunate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allownng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technolegsts what new products they can create, This =l result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result 11 me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC sssues 2 broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investmentn DTV.capable
recervers and other equipment. I will ot pay more for devices that lumt my nghts 2t the behest of Hollywoed.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for dipital television. Thank you for your time.

Smcerely,

Benjarmun Conner
6327 3. College Ave.
Tempe, AZ 85283
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast flag’ technology for digstal
television. As 2 consumer and cihizen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate sdoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abiity to mnovate for
thesr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result 11 me being charged more money for infenor
functionaliry.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment mn DT V-capable
recesvers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for dewices that himit my nghts at the behest of Hollywaoad.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Reno

4465 [enneth Dr. D109
Okemos, Ml 48864
UsA
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October 10, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Poweall

Federal Caommunleatioans Commlission
445 12th Stroet, Ny

Washingtan, D C 20554

Dear Michael Powal!,

Fam writing to voice my appesition to any FCC-mandated adoptien of “broadeast flag" technology for digltal television. As a
consumer and cltizer, | fzel strongly that such a palicy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive markat for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studles to tell technologlsts
what new products they ean create. This will result In praducts that den't necessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want and It could resuit In me belng charged mere meney for Inferler functionallty,

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capatle recelvers
and cther equipment. { will nat pay mare for devices that iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal talevision. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mark Langston

4337 Renalssance Dr #320
San Jogse, CA 95134

USA
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October 10, 2003

Chairman Michael [ Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Wash:ngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my oppesiton to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technelogy for digital
television. As 2 consumer and aitizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the vlamate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
the:r customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the stuchos to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will zesult 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumess like me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemng charged more money for infenoz
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues 2 broadcast flag mandste, [ would actually ke less likely to make an mvestment 1n DTV.capable
recewvers and other equipmment. [ will not pay more for dewices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television, Thank you far your tme.

Smcerely,

Kelly Gumont
8729 SE Alder
Partdand, OR 97216
UsA
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Qctaber 10, 2003

Chalrman Michaal K Powall

Federal Communications Cemmission
445 12th Straet, Nw

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Pewell,

I am writing to volce my epposition ta any FCC-mandated adaptien of "broadeast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for censumer electranice must be rooted In manufacturars' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto faatures of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to fall technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlar functionality

If the FCC Issues a breadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capabte recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay mora for devices that lImlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag tachnology for digital television. Thank you far your time.

Sincerely,

Alex Deucher

1309 North Glebe Road
Arlington, VA 22207
USA



To

Page 1 of 1 8:38 32 PM, 10/13/03 5413023099

Octaber 13, 2003

Chalrman Michael ¥ Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my eppasition ts any FCC-mandatad adoptlon of "hroadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, ) fael strongly that such a pollty would ke bad for innovatior, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptien of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rocted In manufacturers' abllity to Innevate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tall tachnalogists
what new producta thay can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers like me
actuaily want, and it could result In me baing charged more money for (nferior functionaitty

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuaily be less |ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for devices that llmit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast fiag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Pete Crapla

8141 West 98th Street
Paiog Hllls, IL 60465
Usa



